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“Neil P. Reiff" To

> E cC
05/10/2011 03:01 PM bee

Subject MUR 6464

The attached constitutes the response of the South
Carolina Democratic Party in MUR 6464.

Please muke apr fimm's new izame and address below.
Neil P. Reiff

Sandler, Reiff, Young & Lamb, P.C.
1025 Vermont Ave., NW

Suite 300

Washington, D.€. 20005

w. (202) 479 - 1111

£. (202) 479 - 1115

This meseage is intended only for the use of the
individual or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain information that is privileged, confidential
and exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this
message is not the intended recipient or any employee
or agent responsible for delivering the message to the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
dissemination, dietributien, or copying of this
comunieation ie strictly prohibited. If you haus
raceiveit this commmioatinn in errar, pleasc notify v
imnadiately by smeil. Thank you for your csoparatica.

IRS Circular 230 Disclosurm: To ensure compliance
with requirements impoaed by the IRS, we inform you
that any U.S. federal tax advice contained in this
communication (including ahy attachments) is not
intended or written to be used, and cannot be used,
for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the
Internal Revenee Code or {ii) promoting, marketing, or
resaamending to anotlser party any trmnsaction or
matter oaddressed herein.
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SANDLER, REIFF, YOUNG & LAMB, P.C.

May 9, 2011

Jeff' S. Jordan, Esq.

Office of the. Géperal Counsel
Federal Election Cortahission
'999.E Streat, NW
‘Washington, DC 20463

Re:  MUR&464
Dear Mr. Jordan:

The uiidérsigned iepresents the Soull.Cardlina Demacratic Party (“SCDP™) and
Murc Posner, in his officiel capadity'as Treasurer . By thisjetter, my ch;ntswlpondtoa
complaint filed by Lanneu H. Siegling, St. In'the vémplaint, Mr. Sicgling i that
respondents violamd-the resixicliun an suft sbnay expesditeres vn “Fuienl
Activities” at 2 U.8.C. § 431{20)and 11 CF.R. § 100.24¢q).

This.compliint hak no meris and $howld he disnrissed by the Conimission. Other than
providing sclectad pages fron reports filed by the SCDP with the South Carolina Ethiics
‘Commiission, the complaint does ot provide any facts from which the Commission could
conclugde that thieré is sty feasdn 16 believe that the:-SCDP violated airy provision of the
Act or thé Commission’s regulstions;

"The sule basis fbr the completnt is that, o the SCDF's report, it used tlje;phrage
“paity.developmeent” in mlmn;mon. Theuse afthadm:pnoms a tesn of o for
pirpases of Sorith Ciirolina repeirting, and in no-way, should imjply that the disbursémeénts
mmhaymesmrmmmw any provision f the Act or the Comiission”s.
reguigtions

To be sure, each disbursement referenced in the complaint was for persuasion
commimications thiit solely seferented non-federal candidates, Furtheimiore, hotie of the
corhmuriications refereneed in the complaint contained any activity that wenild Trigiger the
Act's or Conmission's regulations regarding Federal Electwn Activity thit were in effect
during the 2010 eleetion cycle. See' 11 CF.R. §100 24.) Under the rules in place during
the 2010 electien, iie only possible tegulation that these canmsicatinv could posdildy
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? Althougly the Commission-amended portions of these regulations, those-changes: did not take effect until
after the 2010 elession cyvlt. Bee 75 Fed. Reg. 55257 (Sepramber 10, 2010). _
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trigger were the Cotnthision’s regulifions regsrding get-out-the-vote. 11.CFR. §
100.24(a)(3). 71 Fed. Reg. 8926, §928 (February 22, 2006). Under the tules in place
during the 2010 eyclé, get-aut-the-wete.required some: level of assistarice wo tise vater,
inclutithg officiig asiskints W get 4o The polls, or: prowide thie votes; éircugh
jhdividualixed poritiicss, inifandtation regarding pollisg placee ai tha fime palls were
open. in sdditioa; the nrere intlugion-o Wdhwnfwehcﬂon did nat congitote

as contemplated by the get-out-the-vate regutation. FECG Advighry Opiniosi;
2006-19. o

As demotistrated by the docuinents aftached 16 the Declaration by SCDP.
Executive Director, Jay Parmley; each of the cotimunictions reférenced in the:complaint
were propetly paid. for by llve SCDPnon-fedesul account. ¥ach compnuycation only
réferénced nan-federdl ¢ahdidates. Furthammore, none of the vaminusicatons vontainred
any inlorindtion, thiat “assisted™ the veader'in thié act-of voting as:required by former 11
C.FR.§ 10024(003):

Based upen thie shove, the.complaint hias not spated apy facts that conld lead 6 2

¢oniclision that say fifovision oﬂhp Aect or the Commission’s regulations has been
: mlated and must therefore be. disitizsed.
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i you-have:any-questions regwmg this mafrer, feel fréé to contact the:at (202).
479-1111.

@nnﬂel for Responﬂents




